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a call to resist illegitimate authority
Draft Update
How many people really registered for the draft?
That's one of the big secrets which the Selective Service
System has been struggling to preserve. But an article in
the August 27th edition of the Boston Globe, based on a
sample of 11 % of the U.S. population, shows that it is
likely that more than one million of the four million
young men required to register for the draft did not do
so. The article, by Alan MacRobert, used information
collected from the regional administrative centers of the
postal system. The 75 % registration figure based on
these estimates is probably even on the high side, as it
does not take into account false registrations, nor does
it include the fact that the Census is usually considered
to underestimate population by 3-4 % .
Selective Service System spokesperson Joan Lamb
maintains that such estimates on non-registration are
far too high, and promises that preliminary registration
figures are being speedily prepared. These figures will be
based on the number of cards turned into the post
office, and so will also fail to take into account false
registrations, which could be as much as 5 % of the
total. Lamb also said that an accurate list of registrants
would not be available until late November, and that
there were no special plans to try to have a massive show
of enforcement before the next round of registration
scheduled to begin January 5th.
One other factor in the future of draft registration is
the fate of the Philadelphia court case which declared
that the Selective Service Law was unconstitutional
because it registered men and not women. Only Justice
Brennan's last minute stay of the Philadelphia court's
injunction allowed the government to proceed with
registration. According to Donald Weinberg, the lawyer
arguing the case against the Selective Service Law, the
Supreme Court is not expected to hear the case until
December, and may not have a decision ready prior to
the January registration perioq. This would again force
the government to conduct registration in a legal limbo:
as Harvard University Law Professor Charles Nesson
observed about last month's registration, "The government will have difficulty showing criminal intent.''

*********************
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_Report on
the People's Convention
LESLIE CAGAN

A recent Resist grant went to the Coalition for a
People's Alternative in 1980 to help publicize their
activities at the Democratic Convention.
As the delegates to the Democratic Party National
Convention arrived in New York City another convention was already underway. In the middle of a commu- .
nity ripped apart by the problems of negligent landlords, irresponsible government and rampant arson,
close to 1500 people met at the Peoples Convention.
Convened by the Coalition for a Peoples Alternative in
1980, the gathering at Charlotte Street in the South
Bronx was part of three days of protest against both the
Democratic Party and the Republican Party. The Coalition for a Peoples Alternative had organized these
efforts as a statement that we will no longer buy the lies
or believe the promises of the two major parties in this
countrv.
For ~wo days people active in a wide range of social
and political movements gathered to share experiences
and work toward building unity. Over 300 organizations
throughout the country endorsed the activities. While
the call was for a national Peoples Convention, the
truth was that folks came mostly from the east coast and
especially from the greater New York area. Nonetheless,
there was great diversity in terms of the struggles and
constituent groups represented. Participation in the
· convention came from anti-nuclear and anti-draft activists, black and other third world communities, women,
lesbians and gay men, housing and health care organizers, people doing organizing in workplaces and
communities, and third world support committees and
(continued on page 2)
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peace organizations.
As people arrived in the South Bronx they were struck
by both the nature of the area in general and the condition of the site we were to meet on. The Charlotte Street
area first attained national prominence in 1977 when
President Jimmy Carter visited it and promised substantial federal aid to re-build the devastated community.
Such monies never materialized, and today tens of
thousands of people continue to be forced out of their
homes and neighborhoods. The South Bronx is perhaps
the most glaring example of what is happening to the
inner cities of America. Before the convention even
began we all knew that it was important for us to be in
the South Bronx. Not only is this one of the places
where people daily feel the effects of the policies of
government and the practices of big business, it is also a
vital example of people organizing to fight back and
take control over their own lives . Our presence was but
one way to put our solidarity into action.
While a tremendous amount of work had been done
to prepare the site for the Peoples Convention, there
was still more work to do. Once done registering you
were asked to sign up for some work. Tents were still
being put up for the workshops that would meet; security needed more people to help out; the medical tent
could use some more volunteers. The point was that
coming together would mean, along with everything
else, doing some work on the site. For many, having the
physical experience of creating our space was a critical
part of the overall process of building our unity ... a
unity in action and practice.
During the two-day convention there were several
panel presentations (covering diverse realities from
housing in the South Bronx to the fight to liberate South
Africa, from fighting the KKK to working against
nuclear power and weapons), more than a dozen workshops on specific issues, and meetings for different
constituent groups (third world, women, lesbians & gay
men) . The convention schedule reflected the hard planning work that had gone on, with attempts to maximize
both the coming together and strengthening of the
various struggles as well as the cross fertilization and
sharing between movements.
While the plans looked great on paper there were
some problems in their execution. For instance, on both
days the first panels started very late, which meant that
everything else had to be shifted. Also, on the second
day all of the panels went on much longer than planned
and that cut into the time for small group discussions.
But even with these sorts of problems there was a shared
feeling that a lot of valuable work had taken place
during those two days.
People came away from this convention with a sense
that it is possible for us to come together and connect
our different issues. The movement - in the largest
sense of the word - has come to see how critical it is to
overcome the fragmentation that has been with us for
the past decade. Without losing sight of our differences,
and without asking anyone to give up their particular
struggle, this convention was part of the process of

coming together in a new way. We have learned that a
unified movement is a delicate thing to build and that
the process of building it will require a great deal of
patience. This gathering in the South Bronx was
definitely a positive step forward in that process.
On Sunday, August 10th, the Coalition for a Peoples
Alternative took to the streets. With the convention
over and the unity statement agreed on, 15,000 people
marched through mid-town Manhattan ending up outside of Madison Square Garden - the place where the
Democrats would begin their convention the next day.
Speakers from many movements again pressed home
the theme of building unity. With the realization of
what we are up against and what powers we must yet
confront, the task of building our own strength has
become that much more important. There is a new sense
that such unity will never come by denying any of our
struggles, and that we have a great deal to learn from
one another.
Now that the Peoples Convention and the demonstration are over we are left with the usual questions about
what comes next. Even though many of the details and
specifics will have to be worked out in practice it is clear
that there is a stronger and broader commitment to
continue the process of building unity. Discussions are
already underway between the people from the South
Bronx and the steelworkers in Youngstown, Ohio to see
about developing some joint work. The residents of the
Bronx are fighting for control over the re-building of
their homes and community. The steelworkers in
Youngstown are fighting for control over the factories
they have been shut out of. Both groups face the big
business interests and the political machines that have
kept them powerless for so long. By joining forces and
connecting the community and workplace struggles they
represent, Charlotte Street and Youngstown have the
potential for be~ng critical examples of political work
throughout this country.
In addition, the · Declaration of Charlotte Street, the
unity statement drawn up and agreed upon by activists
from many movements, is available for local use. It is
hoped that on a smaller scale local coalitions can come
together: building our unity must happen on both the
national and the local level if we are to be strong enough
for the challenges ahead. This unity statement represents a st~p in the continued process that we are
involved in, and it can be a tool in moving our work
ahead .
There are of course many unanswered questions and
much we still do not know. What was exciting about the
activities in New York was that so many people representing such a variety of struggles have committed
themselves to do the work that must be done to build
unity. There is a new and deeper understanding of how
strong we will be when we do work together.
For a copy of the unity statement, and for more information about the future plans of the Coalition for a
Peoples Alternative, write: CPA, 29 West 21st St., New
York, NY 10010, (212) 242-3270.
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Nuclear Veterans

release which posed the following questions concerning
the involvement of United States military personnel in
the nuclear test program: "Can a highly trained soldier
think clearly and perform the duties of his fighting mission efficiently in the shadow of a nuclear bomb's
mushroom cloud? ... Two minutes after a blast with an
explosive force of over 20,000 tons of TNT, will his
hands tremble as he kneels to field-strip and reassemble
his rifle? . . . Will he obey promptly the order of his
commanding officer, or will he falter as a choking dust
cloud whirls around him? ... Will he move quickly to
clear a mine field or will he 'gawk at the eerie snow cap
forming above his head'? For the first time since we
learned to split the atom, the United States is prepared
to find the answers to these and other unknowns
concerning human behavior in nuclear warfare .. . . ''
Based on these answers, the United States planned "to
devise new training methods to prepare today's soldier
for his new atom warfare job."
The combat fitness of the troops was not the only
reason given for the exercises . The presence of military
personnel at the blasts would also demonstrate that the
United States was prepared literally to face the nuclear
future without fear . The now infamous photograph of
several soldiers facing the formation of a billowing
mushroom cloud at close range is the clearest evidence
of the significant public relations rationale for the military presence at the test sites. These military personnel
often were stationed as close as 2,500 yards from the site
of the blast. Within minutes after the nuclear detonation , many soldiers often were ordered to positions less
than 200 yards from ground zero . Other soldiers flew
aircraft near or through the mushroom cloud. In a
number of exercises, soldiers were ordered to crawl
along the ground at points within a few yards of the
blast site , only minutes after the detonations occurred .

Over a period of 16 years, more than 250,000 U.S. military personnel were ordered to be exposed to massive
amounts of radiation from nuclear blasts. Now , when
many veterans are complaining that various chronic disorders such as cancer and leukemia were caused by such
exposure, the government has yet to develop a consistent, informed or compassionate policy to compensate
them for their injuries or to prevent the re-occurrence of
such human experimentation in the future.
The United States government detonated hundreds of
nuclear weapons devices between 1945 and 1962. The
nuclear weapons were used during time of war and
during peace time in a nuclear testing program. The two
wartime uses of nuclear weapons occurred at Hiroshima
on August 5, 1945, and at Nagasaki four days later.
Thereafter, the United States Department of Defense
and the United States Atomic Energy Commission
conducted atmospheric testing of 235 nuclear weapons
through 1'962. These tests were conducted primarily in
the Marshall Islands in the Pacific Ocean and at the
Nevada Test Site, located to the northwest of Las
Vegas, Nevada . These nuclear devices were detonated in
several ways: at ground level , above the ground from
towers and balloons or dropped from aircraft, and at
shallow depths below the ground or water surfaces.
After the detonation of the nuclear devices in Hiroshima and Nagasaki , approximately 2,000 United States
military personnel were ordered there to conduct cleanup operations. The operations were held at the " ground
zero" sites (the immediate spote where the blast
occurred) within three to five weeks after the
detonations.
Beginning in 1946, the United States government
began a program of above-ground atmospheric nuclear
testing . The major purpose of the program ostensibly
was to improve the government's nuclear weapons capability through repeated experimental tests. Only now , 20
years after the testing, have the real reasons for the
operations become known.
At the earliest blasts conducted in 1946 in the Pacific
Marshall Islands, military personnel were stationed on
islands and ships to witness the detonation of nuclear
devices . Usually without any protective gear and with
little or no information about their assignment , thousands of soldiers and sailors experienced at close range
the growing mushroom clouds of atomic blasts.
A report prepared by the Army on one group of
Nevada tests , designated "Desert Rock ," explained why
military personnel were ordered to be present at the
blast site. The report, which was declassified in 1978,
stated that requiring the soldiers to experience the blasts
would prepare them for the hazards of combat in a
nuclear age .
That the tests were conducted to orient combat troops
for military operations during a potential nuclear war is
made clear by a 1957 Department of Defense press

Health Effects of Radiation Exposure
The detonation of nuclear devices releases radioactive
elements into the surrounding atmosphere. Based upon
the physical conditions caused by detonation of nuclear
devises, soldiers at these blast sites were exposed internally to radioactive agents by inhalation, ingestion or
skin contact.
Irradiated particles that enter the body through ingestion , inhalation or skin contact pose a significant threat
to the health because the radioacti ve atom is continually
emitting radiation from inside the cells they enter .
Cellular damage caused by such radiation exposure may
be o f three orders o f magnitude . First, the radiation
may cause death of th e affected cell. Second, the cell
may be damaged to such an extent that during or prior
to the processes of repair and · ' accident" ocrnrs which
results in production of an abnormal or potentially
cancerous cell. Or third, cellular repair processes may be
sufficient to yield a normally functioning cell. Virtually
every organ system in the body can be affected.
No devices to measure radiation exposure were
distributed to the military personnel at Hiroshima or
Nagasaki . Nor were they given protective equipment.
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For the several weeks during which these operations
were conducted, the military personnel were stationed in
living quarters at various locations within approximately one mile from the blast sites. Moreover, devices
to measure levels of radiation exposure were not provided each of the 1946-62 military test participants. The
principal monitoring device issued was a "film badge"
which did not measure inhaled or ingested radiation.
None of the military personnel had devices to measure
such radiation. No precautions were taken or devices
distributed to measure, minimize or prevent the inhalation or ingestion of radioactive particles after the
detonations. ·
By 1978, several scientific studies confirmed that
radiation exposure can cause cancer and leukemia.
Studies performed by the federal Center for Disease
Control suggested that troops exposed to one nuclear
blast - ''Smoky'' - had twice the number of leukemias that should have appeared in a normal population.

participated •in the weapons program to sue their
military superiors for violating their constitutional
rights by ordering them to be exposed to massive doses
of radiation.
In addition to the Feres bar to judicial review, a longstanding legislative barrier to court review of all VA
claims decisions means that veterans cannot obtain
judicial review of VA denials of their radiation daims.
See 38 USC 211 (a). Without new inroads into the Feres
doctrine and other challenges to VA practices, judicial
relief is currently unavailable. At present, the only
potential source of relief for these veterans is legislation.
On April 2, 1980, Rep. Robert Davis (R-Mich.) introduced a bill which would order the government to
conduct a health study of veterans exposed to radiation
at Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Other legislation pending
in Congress that would provide compensation for radiation victims \\OUld be available only to civilians downwind from the nuclear blasts. Veterans have not been included for compensation in these pending bills.

Government Inaction
Gott v. Cleland

In the mid-1970s, years after the 1962 nuclear test ban
treaty pr~hibited above-ground testing , veterans of the
test program and of the Japanese clean-up operat~ons
started complaining of unusual health problems . Hundreds of veterans filed claims with the Veterans Administration, claiming that their current health problems were caused by exposure to nuclear weapons
radiation. Men in their late forties and early fifties
asked for benefits for cancers, leukemia and other disablingdisorders.
As of February 1, 1980, more than 490 veterans had
filed claims with the VA for disability or death benefits
based upon exposure to ionizing radiation arising from
participation in the clean-up operations in Japan and in
the atmospheric testing program. The VA has denied 98
percent of these claims.
On July 20, 1979, President Carter directed that an
lnteragency Task Force on Compensation for
Radiation-Related Illnesses be established to study and
recommend alternatives for compensation of persons
who may have developed radiation-related illness as a
result of exposure to radiation from nuclear weapons
tests . On February 1, 1980, a draft report of the Task
Force concluded that some additional cases of cancer
occurred in the downwind civilian population as a result
of fallout from nuclear blasts.
A problem unique to veterans, but similar to citizens
generally , is their inability to obtain judicial relief for
their problems. Veterans generally cannot now file suit
in federal court to obtain compensation for radiationrelated injuries. Because of a judicial barrier to court
suits ervicemembers cannot file suit in federal court
even if their injuries may have been caused by the
military . The only remedy available to these veterans i?
to_file claims for VA benefits . However, a small break
in the barrier was created recently by a decision of the
federal Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit in Philadelphia, which upheld the right of servicemembers who

In response to the inability to obtain judicial review
of their individual claims or to be included in the proposed legislative reforms that would be most farreaching, vetera~s who participated in the Hiroshima
and Nagasaki clean-up operations have joined with the
atomic test veterans to file a lawsuit, Golt v. Cleland.
This class action lawsuit challenges the rules now used
by the government to decide whether these "atomic
veterans" are entitled to receive disability benefits for illnesses they claim are caused by radiation exposure.
The lawsuit was brought by nine individual former
servicemembers who participated either in the
Hiroshima and Nagasaki clean-up operations or in the
various nuclear weapons test sites. Two organizations,
the National Association of Atomic Veterans (that
works on behalf of test site participants) and the Committee for U.S. Veterans of Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
also are plaintiffs. The individual plaintiffs have sued
on behalf of the more than 250,000 former military personnel who either have pending claims with the VA for
disability benefits due to radiation exposure, had such
claims denied, or are eligible to apply for benefits.

This article is adap!ed from a "Fae! Sheel on ·uclear
Veterans " prepared by 1he Na1ional Vererans Law
Center, 4900 Jfassachuseus Ave., ,v. W., Third Floor,
Washington , D.C. 20016 . Fur1her i11formation is also
available in two recelll publica1io11s: Atomic Soldiers:
American Victims of .Vue/ear Experiment, by Howard
L. Rosenberg (Beaco11 Press, $11 .95); and G.I. Guinea
Pigs: How the Pentagon Exposed Our Troops to
Dangers More Deadly Than War, Agent Orarrge and
Atomic Radiation , by ..\1ichael Uhl and Tod Ensign
(Playboy Press, $9.95).
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Union. The Soviet Union lost more people than any
other country in World War II. Yet its total dead and
wounded, in four years of war, was still two million
fewer than the top estimate of 22. 7 million U.S. casualties in one limited strike on ICBM bases. The threat
posed by the thermonuclear weapon is of hellishly
unprecedented dimensions.
Now you can see why Paul Warnke, who was Carter's
chief arms negotiator, called the President's new limited
war doctrine "apocalyptic nonsense."
A reason why the Pentagon was forced to revise its
estimates of casualties upward so dramatically is that a
panel of nuclear experts convened at the request of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee found in the earlier Pentagon forecasts of casualties certain hidden
assumptions that were sedative but unrealistic.
The most important of those assumptions was that
urban populations within a 1000-mile radius of any
ICBM base would be protected from fallout by shelters
- shelters stocked with enough food and water for 30
days, no less. No such system of shelters was then or is
now available. When that assumption was eliminated,
the estimate of casualties from radioactivity rose
sharply.
No senator, and no lay observer, could have spotted
such flaws in the Pentagon presentation. The Senate
would do well to mobilize a similar panel of nuclear
experts to help it study the military estimates that will be
forthcoming this time. Weapons a_ccuracy has improved
since 1974, and faith in civil defense has diminished .
The same "limited" scenario played out this time would
produce even more horrifying casualty figures than it
did last time.
The nuclear hawks are already demanding a fallout
shelter program and revival of the anti-ballistic missile
as inescapable corollaries of a limited-war doctrine. The
latter would nullify the ABM treaty, one of the postwar
era's few faltering steps toward sanity, and would be
seen as preparation for a first-strike strategy .
There is little reason to believe that people could be
evacuated in time even if 30-day fallout shelters were
available, and even less to think that such shelters would
do much good in an all-out nuclear exchange. But
Carter's Directive No . 59 may drive us toward a costly,
futile and destabilizing shelter program . Billions needed
to rebuild our cities may go for more and bigger ratholes
in which to cower.
Reprinted from the Boston Glohe.

''Limited'' War?
I.F. STONE
Just what happens to civilians if the United States and
the Soviet Union engage in one of those tit-for-tat
limited nuclear exchanges? This is a key question for the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee to answer. Sen.
Frank Church, Democratic chairman of the committee,
and Sen. Jacob Javits, the ranking Republican, have
asked Secretary of Defense Harold Brown and Secretary
of State Edmund Muskie to appear before the committee "as soon as possible" for an inquiry into Carter's
new limited nuclear war Directive No. 59.
The stock answer of the limited-war advocates to the
question of what would happen to bystanders in a nuclear exchange is "not much." This was the Pentagon's
first answer the last time the Foreign Relations Committee held hearings on the subject in 1974 after Nixon first
proposed such "targeting" preparations. The spokesman then was Secretary of Defense James R.
Schlesinger, and the committee's skeptical chairman
was Sen. Muskie. A look at those earlier hearings
should put the Senate and the country on guard against
the Pentagon's disarming salesmanship.
The further the committee probed, the less antiseptic
and "surgical" limited war looked. Secretary Schlesinger's initial presentation spoke reassuringly of "relatively few civilian casualties.'' When asked to be more
specific, he said, "15,000; 20,000; 25,000."
The committee pressed for a more detailed study. The
Secretary came back six months later; this time he
placed fatalities at 800,000. He added that total casualties, including victims of radiation sickness, would be
about 1.5 million.
Those figures were for a nuclear exchange limited to
ICBM bases. That estimate was submitted to examination by a panel of nuclear experts (including Harold
Brown, then head of Cal Tech), whose criticisms forced
the Pentagon to come up in 1975 with a new, revised
figure. This time it was said the total casualties would be
between 3 .2 and 22. 7 million, depending on whether the
winds carried the radioactive clouds over sparsely
populated or urban areas within a 1000-mile radius of
each ICBM base.
For purposes of comparison, let us look at a few
other figures . The total of dead and wounded Americans in World War II was 1,076,245. The total for all
our wars since 1776 is only about 2.5 million. So the top
Pentagon estimate for one limited nuclear strike is that
there would be more casualties than in all our wars over
the last 200 years. Imagine our hospitals - the surviving
ones - tryil)g to handle so massive and sudden an
influx of casualties.
No estimates were supplied, at least in public hearings, of what a similar strike would do in the Soviet

THE RESIST PLEDGE SYSTEM

The most important source of our im:ome is monthly
pledges. Pledges help us to plan ahead hy stabilizing
our monthly income. In addition to receiving the newsletter, pledges get a monthly reminder letter, containing
\Orne news of recent grants. If you would like to learn
more, drop us a note.
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Roads to Ruin
news that limited wars will "only" kill a few million
people on both sides, and scholars hunt through Soviet
journals to prove that we need to develop a first strike
capability to match theirs.
All parties - US and Soviet, dove and hawk - now
agree that we have entered a period of growing danger
of nuclear war. Calder sketches four such "nuclear
nightmares" that might develop from our current situation. The first scenario shows the steps by which a
conventional war in Western Europe, particularly
involving West Germany, would force the NATO
powers to use "tactical" (i.e., Hiroshima size) nuclear
weapons to overcome the allegedly greater conventional
forces at the disposal of the Soviet Union. Such a war
would make Europe a wasteland, though possibly leaving the US and the USSR as nuclear-free sanctuaries. A
second scenario develops out of the rapid spread of
nuclear weaponry and nuclear capacity. The US, USSR,
Great Britain, France, China and India now have the
bomb, and Israel, South Africa, and Pakistan either
have it or will have it soon. Iraq and Libya seem interested in acquiring nuclear weapons, and Brazil has been
developing an extensive nuclear power capacity. The
possibility of one or more of these nations becoming
involved in mortal conflict in the next decade seems
high, and all of them have some kind of alliance with
one of the super powers, who could easily be drawn into
a local nuclear war.
As the amount of time that it takes the missiles of the
United States and the Soviet Union to reach their target
decreases, the amount of time that each nation has to
determine whether a warning of an attack is true or false
correspondingly diminishes. The leisurely pace of decision making in Dr. Strangelove has now been reduced to
some ten minutes; and the cataclysm that nearly followed the failure of a 46¢ computer part in the US warning system a few months ago is a sign of what is to
come. Calder's third "nuclear nightmare" is concerned
with command and control, with the vulnerability of
nuclear weapons systems to accident, and to the high
possibility that an attempt at "limited" nuclear war
would get out of hand when the destruction of
command centers prevents an initial nuclear exchange
from being brought to a halt, leading to the complete
destruction of both super powers. Carter's recent Presidential Directive 59, which explicitly targets Soviet
command headquarters with nuclear weapons, is an
example of the contradiction that lies at the heart of
limited nuclear war scenarios: who will give the order to
stop shooting?
Finally, there is the growing possibility that one of the
super powers will make the assessment that some international crisis is certain to lead to nuclear war, and that
the best response to this situation is to strike first. While
the doctrine of MAD primarily targeted ~ities, rather
than weapons, the greatly increased accuracy of nuclear
weapons now allows the Ors. Strangelove of both the
US and the USSR to dream of the possibility of destroying their opponents' weapons before they are fired, or
destroying so many that the remainder would not be

Nigel Calder, Nuclear Nightmares: An Investigation
into Posible Wars (Viking, 1980), $_10.95.
The possibilities of modern warfare are so horrible
that it is a natural reaction to refuse to think about it.
This psychic numbing process allows us to get on with
our lives without being overwhelmed by the fact that at
any given moment we are no more than a half hour
away from possible incineration; that if a war were to
begin between the super powers the lucky would be
those who died instantly. And so we go on about our
business, including "peace work" in the nooks and
crannies of our family and work life, or as an ''issue to
be raised" in the course of other political work.
The sudden intensification of the cold war over the
last year has forced to the front pages, and the front of
our minds, the growing dangers (and increasing likelihood) of nuclear war. It is the merit of Nigel Calder's
book to "think the unthinkable" about the possible
types of war confronting us, presenting in a lucid, readable style the most likely roads to nuclear war. ''The
risk of a holocaust is growing with every year that
passes," he warns, "and whether we shall avoid it
between now and 1990 is at least questionable."
Well into the 1970s, the main outlines of a possible
nuclear war between the US and the USSR were dubbed
"Mutual Assured Destruction," or MAD. The logic of
MAD (or the MAD logic) was that a nuclear strike by
one power would lead to the destruction of most cities,
killing hundreds of millions and leaving both powers in
ruins. The very awfulness of such an outcome acted as a
"deterrent" to actual warfare, though it did not prevent
both powers from building nuclear arsenals so vast that
they now include the equivalent of 4 tons of TNT for
every inhabitant of our globe.
Though we have gone more than a quarter of a
century without using nuclear weapons, the technological developments of the last decade have undermined
whatever stability MAD had. Nuclear weapons are ·now
seen as ''instruments of war fighting,'' and not merely
as a deterrent whose usefulness lies in not being used.
Though the dangers presented by the possible deployment of an anti-ballistic missile system were temporarily
laid to rest by the SALT treaty, disarmament negotiators refused to prohibit the testing of new weapons,
leading to the development of a new generation of
weaponry. The new missiles, like the Trident, MX, or
their Soviet equivalents, contain several warheads that
are independently targetable, highly accurate, and often
maneuverable. For the last decade these new technological developments have raised the possibility of targeting
such weapons against the enemy's military and political
forces, rather than against whole cities. Nuclear
weapons can now be used to fight wars. rather than deter
them, and we now face the return of the supposedly
defensive measures such as the ABM system or civil
defense fallout shelters, which the logic of MAD held to
be provocative. Political leaders "meet the press" with
6

KEEPING TRACK

PACIFIC STREET FILMS (22 First St., Brooklyn,
NY 11231).

We thought you'd like to know what's been happening
to some of the organizations that Resist has given
money to recently.

CARASA was formed in 1977 in response to the
increasing backlash against the gains women won in the
'60's and early '70's. This backlash included: the 1977
Supreme Court decisions which allowed states to cut off
Medicaid funds for abortions; the Hyde Amendment
which cut off Federal Medicaid funds for abortion
except in cases of rape, incest, or physical danger to the
woman; and increasing sterilization abuse.
For the past three years CARASA has been fighting
for reproductive freedom on many different levels. Its
work has included mass demonstrations, community
organizing,, monitoring hospitals and clinics, legislative
work, press and education work and research. In addition to producing a 10-issue a year newsletter, CARASA
has printed and distributed over 2500 copies of Women
Under Attack, which gives a simple, coherent analysis
of reproductive rights. By the time the Hyde Amendment came up again this summer for discussion and
vote, CARASA had collected over 5000 signatures on
protest petitions. Despite .this effort the Supreme Court
reaffirmed the constitutionality of the Hyde Amendment on June 30, overturning a January ruling by a
federal judge.
In response to the Supreme Court decision, CARASA
organized a demonstration on July 10 at Penn Station
where a national mobilization of 1500 people met to
protest. Another petition drive is now underway to
oppose the convening of a special session of the New
York state legislature to cut Medicaid payments.
CARASA has also been doing a series of public service
announcements to assure women that Medicaid funding
will still be available until the ACLU's appeal to the
Supreme Court is heard.

Following up the success of earlier films, including Red
Squad and Frame-Up! The Imprisonment of Martin
Sostre, Pacific Street Films recently released their
newest film, Free Voice of Labor - The Jewish Anarchists. The film takes its name from Freie Arbeiter
Stimme, which was until its death in November, 1977,
both America's oldest Yiddish and anarchist newspaper. The paper began in 1890 in New York City and at
its height had a circulation of over 30,000 copies a week.
In addition to playing an important role in helping to
organize the many Jewish workers in New York City (on
the front page of the first issue there was an appeal for
the then striking cloakmakers) FAS was an integral part
of the cultural scene of the New York Jewish community, publishing Yiddish poetry, literature and theatre.
The film, which the New York Times called "a
wonderful evocation of the radical political past,"
consists of interviews with the Jewish anarchists themselves, men and women in their 70's and 80's when the
film was made, and their children, grandchildren and
sympathizers. They talk about why they became anarchists as they recall their days of struggle, the strikes,
the picket lines and the arrests. The film also documents
the last day of the Freie Arbeiter Stimme, old people
filtering in and out of the office, selecting a book or
two, free for the taking, and reminiscing about the
paper's history. Interwoven with the interviews are
photographs and graphic materials (many of them being
shown for the first time in a motion picture) and newsreel and feature film footage documenting the life and
times of the Jewish anarchist movement. Music too both Yiddish songs of struggle and popular songs - is
an integral part of the film .
Pacific Street has been swamped with enthusiastic
requests for the film from unions, labor groups and
Jewish organizations and the directors are currently trying to raise the $12,000 needed to insure the film the
wide distribution that it deserves. Free Voic:e of labor
has already been shown at the Film Forum in New York
and is scheduled for broadcast nationwide over PBS this
fall .

fired for fear of having one's cities destroyed in retaliation. The Trident and MX missiles have the pinpoint
accuracy needed to destroy missiles in their underground silos, and advances in US anti-submarine warfare make it possible to conceive of being able to develop the technology fairly soon that could wipe out the
Soviet Union's submarine-based nuclear weapons. As
the Soviet Union perfects weapons of equal accuracy,
the US will be forced to undertake a new round of
weapons upgrading, thus accelerating an arms race
already out of control.
Calder admits that he sees no solutions to these nightmarish possibilities. He has little faith in the rationality
of the leaders of countries possessing nuclear weapons,
and fears for the continuation of democracy itself with-

in Western nations possessing the bomb. His best hope
is for a comprehensive test ban treaty, which would
inhibit the nuclear powers from developing new
weapons, and would lower confidence in the ability of
older weapons to perform as they are supposed to . Yet
the record of arms control treaties is not very encouraging, and the time has now been reached when the
"realistic" and "pragmatic" steps toward world peace
have to be taken immediately by massive numbers of
determined citizens. The rapidly emerging movement in
Europe against placing a new generation of US-made
nuclear weapons on their soil, and the anti-war movement growing up around the US anti-draft movement,
may well be our best hope.
FRANK BRODHEAD

COMMITTEE FOR ABORTION RIGHTS AND
AGAINST STERILIZATION ABUSE (386 Park Ave.
So., Rm. 1502, New York, NY 10016).
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GRANTS
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION COALITION (1511 K. St.,
N. W ., Washington, D.C. 20005).

carried forward at the Center which is consciously integrated. Students also come from outside the Appalachian chain - miners' children from as far away as
Wales have been accepted as part of a student exchange
program. The students have access to a 50,000 book
library, and classes are taught in subjects such as
weaving, art, nutrition, woodcarving, music, swimming, and horseback riding. The Center presently
operates full-time only during the summer. However, a
new home for orphans is being added which will enable
students to enroll year-round. Resist's grant to the
Center was to help purchase equipment for a new film
library which will provide movies like Harlan County
USA and Grapes of Wrath.

For millions of women and third world workers, affirmative action guidelines have been a major accomplishment of their struggles, a promise to undo the effects of
centuries of male and white supremacy. Such guidelines,
of course, are only as effective as the pressures exerted
by workers and minorities to enforce them, and the
sheer complexity of the law and regulations make it
difficult for rank and file workers to initiate action
themselves. Moreover, affirmative action has become
one of the key targets of the New Right; and in a time of
declining employment and professional opportunities,
affirmative action guidelines have received severe criticism from the more conservative sections of the labor
movement. The Affirmative Action Coalition was
formed in 1978 to address the need for a clear, politically insightful guide through the maze of legal and
administrative tangles that constitute affirmative action
guidelines. The outcome of their work was the publication of Equality on the Job: A Working Person's Guide
to Affirmative Action. The initial print run was soon
exhausted, and Resist's grant is to help support the
publication of a revised and expanded version, which is .
available from the Coalition for $2.50 postpaid.

BOSTON ALLIANCE AGAINST RACIST AND
POLITICAL REPRESSION (2 Park Sq., Rm. 314,
Boston, MA 02116).
The Boston Alliance Against Racist and Political
Repression, a rpulti-racial, multi-issue group, formed in
1975 in the wake of racist violence that enveloped
Boston with the beginning of school desegregation
there. Since its inception, the Alliance has fought
repression on many fronts, allying itself with women's,
prisoner, and labor groups. They are currently active in
organizing against police brutality, the death penalty,
and other repression legislation.
On Sunday, May 14, 1980, they sponsored a multimedia event, "Docudrama 1970-1980", commemorating the political struggles of a decade in Boston. Ruby
Dee and Ossie Davis were the featured speakers. Resist's
grant was for a slide show which will be an important
resource for local groups continuing the struggle in the
1980s. A wonderful booklet prepared to accompany the
event, "The Shape of the Struggle: A People's History
1970-1980" (32 pp.), is available for $3.00 from Docudrama, Inc. at the above address.

SIMPLEX STEERING COMMITTEE (274 Brookline
St., #6, Cambridge, MA 02139).
Though Cambridge is known throughout the world as
the home of prestigious universities, until relatively
recently it was a residential, blue collar community. The
expansion of Harvard and MIT has transformed neighborhoods, raising rents and substituting "high tech"
and white collar jobs for the blue collar industries of
Cambridge, while removing hundreds of acres of land
from the city's tax base. The Simplex committee was
formed six years ago by an alliance of eight community
organizations to try to involve neighborhood residents
in the process of planning the use of MIT's most recent
land acquisition, the old Simplex site. Since then they
have become an active community organization,
attempting to build and maintain neighborhood support
for the struggle against MIT expansion and other
inroads on the neighborhoods of Cambridgeport.
Resist's grant is for general support.

THE PEOPLE'S ALLIANCE (P .0. Box 998, Peter
Stuyvesant Station, New York, NY 10009).
The People's Alliance was founded in 1977 by representatives of more than 80 organizations, many of
which had worked on the counter-Bicentennial demonstrations a year earlier. The goals of the Alliance are to
support the work of existing organizations, while building unity among them. As part of this effort the
Alliance sponsored a conference in Nashville, Tenn. last
November, attracting more than 100 participants to
exchange views on the subject of "Strategies for
Independent Political Action in the 1980s." Resist's
grant was to aid the publication of the conference's
speeches, an interesting and attractively designed collection including reports from such diverse places as
Dallas, Chicago, and Porcupine, South Dakota. The
collection of speeches is available for $2.50 from the
address above.

APPALACHIAN SOUTH FOLK LIFE CENTER
(P.O. Box 5, Pipestem, W.Va. 25979).
For the past 16 years the Appalachian Folk Life Center
had devoted itself to educating mountain people,
particularly youngsters, about the culture of the hills.
The Center was founded by Constance and Don West
who teach about the struggle of Appalachians against
exploitation, especially the efforts of labor to organize
mine and mill workers. The Wests emphasize the abolitionist tradition of the mountains; and that tradition is ·
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